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ITEM 10:
(E/18%% fhaa, o, oan #) L

The PR AT Al % Lo tlon ho hed made at
the previcus waso ., e Tnxioug propossts bea et Jnoa jolnt text

gubmltied Ly Foroaos o 7 2% thes United 8S8tates of

BT F qynnd gmime .
Siiivplase, the

Americe {(E,8i.<

g

in ordoey Lo

ths operative pari of the Erglled text Into line with

the French text, it should bs divided inte twe pexegraphs, sach beglnning with
u owne Seoratery-Genaral'. '

the words "Regue:

Mr, KAYCER ance) sald that the worde "an consultation avec” should

™

e e s _ N R e fa "
be subatituted for ihe words "apres avolr cousults” in the final paragraph of

the ¥renech tsiyh.

The BEATRMY cald that that milsteke would be ractiltled,

Mr, APDARKAR {(niic) suggested that the word “sepsreits” should be

ingerted befors ths word “report’ In the fipal paregreph in ordsr to prevent

any copfusion sesvwwean b two reports mentioned 1n the op fe paT s,

Mr, WEINTRAUD {Socreteriat) confirmed that; 1f the dveft resolution

wag adopted, tihs Ssuratsvy-General would proceed with the preparation of two

rsports. .

The flrat report would be prepered in respomse to the ¥Yequest oontained
in Genernl Aspsembly resclution 402 (V): 1t would be ecorfined to a roport on what
the United Netiong and the speclallzed asgenciss had done or wers proposing to do
in regard to tbs arid zouss and would Te ready for the fouvicenth session of
ths Councll, In preparipg thet report, which might be regurded as an interim

)

ons, the Sacratary-

would, so far ag possible, take into wongideration the
general objentives of the regolution the Council adopted.

The second report would te prepared in conformlity with the Jolnt draft
regolution; 1t wmight reguirs longsr to prspare snd would take full account of the
materiels coilected fur the preparation of the firat report.

/In the
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In the preparation of both reporis, the Secrslary-Genersl would limit
himgelf to matericls already ovellable and no neow questlonnsires would be
addregged to governmsnis. Should the joint draft resclution be adopted, neither
the United Neticne Sscvrstaria®t nor ithe speclallzsd sgencles would have to
modify thelr work programnes or priorities. The report would aimply record
what those orgenlzations had done or intended +to Go 1n the field of water control
and utillzation. No additional funds would be requeated by the Secretary-
General for thse preparation of the report, | ’

Full use would of ccurse be made of the material presénxéd to the
UNSCCUR Confersnce. Leatly, both reports would be prepared in closge
co-~operation with ths gpaciallized sgencles concerned, l

Mr, 1LOYO {Mexico) sald hls country supported the joint draft resolutionm,
which seemed to nim 10 be a satiafectory synthesels of the vlews eipressed in
the course of previous discussions; 1t showed the resdiness of States to
co~operate in the fisld of water control and utillzation.

In the past guartsr of a century, Mexico bhad made great efforts to
promote irrigation, the main stages In ite programme being thé egtabllghmant
of a comniseion, then of a minlatry and finally, the boncluéion of & mutually
advantageous agreement wilth the Unlted States of Amerlica, The current programnae,
which had reschel an advanced stage on the Unlted States-Mexican frontier,
provided for an Iincrease of 270,000 hectares of aratls land.

His delegatlion was of the opinion that the reports envisaged in the
Joint draft resolution would be useful to all countries; bhe would accardingly
vote for its sdoption. '

The CHAIRMAN agisd the repressntative of Chlle whether, in view of the
Joint draft resvlution, he wished to maipntain his amendment (E/AC.6/L.30).

Mr, IABBE (U hile) recallsed that in resolution 402 (V) the Jeneral
Agpembly had recommszded the Sewretary-General to prepare & report on the
problem of arid zones. The United States proposal, however, dealt with the
problsm ag a vhols and the ssme was true of the Joint draft resolﬁtion. It

/therefore
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therefore followed that the groposed repo¥t would deal with the question of
water control and utilization as a whole.

Although the flret paragraph of the preambls of the Jjoint draft
resolutlion was couched in genersal terms, the second was confinsd to the problems
of arid zoxee, l.e, to cne particuler espsct of the problem. It therefore '
pesmed necesgary to imsert a third paragreph in the preamble to indicate the limnk
betwoen the particular and the gemeral protlsm. The final parsgraph appsared to
refer to the problem as a whole, but it should perhaps be clearly specified that
a general report was what was intended. According to the statement made by
the repregentative of the Secretary-Gensral, the first report would be confined to
the Genersl Agsembtly resolution, i.e. to the arid zones, whlle the second would
deal with the problem ag a whole.

Provided it was cleerly stated that the report would deasl with the
-problem as a whole, ths Chilean delegation would vote for the jJolnt draft

resclution.

The CHAIRMAN asked the Peruvian delegation, which had also submlitted an
emendment to the United States draft resolution (E/1894), if 1t wished to maintain

its amendment.

Mr. BARRETO (Peru) explained that his delegation had submitted 1ite
amendment so that when the Secretary-General drew up his report he should not
lose slght of the legal problems arising in connexlon with the control and
utilization of water in force, including the problem of the sovereignty of each
State over the waters 1n 1ts territory. The Secretary-Generalfs report should
therefore teke that lmportant agpect of the question into account.

If as a result of the new draft resolution submitted Jointly by France,
the Philippines, the United Kingdom and the United States, the legal aspests wers
to be dealt with 1n a gemeral study of the question, the Peruvien delegation
vas ready to withdraw lte amendment, but 1f that were not the case, 1t would
malnteln it.

/Mr, ADARKAR
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the report would he urpecossorlly widemed 1T the lsgal Tield were also considered.

It wes & well-wnown oot Shny ot present lsglslation on water control was & most

coumplex sub ‘oz.. If Lo Hacysiery-General deelt wlth the legal aspect of the

matter, he woull be zble to 4o 50 only superficiellyi: all ithat he could say

N
would be that iutsrpatiosnal eo-operatvion would be deslrable In that field, for

any suggsstiona he might mske would be opposed by numsrous countriss. Further-
more, the Interpretation oi those suggestions could lead to regrettable confuslon
such &8 might well be prejudlclal to the interests of the States concerned. The
Indian delegation wondsred whether the Councll was the compstent organ to deal
with the legael aspecits of *he matter. Tae Council’s task was to study the
problem from the scomomic and technical points of view. The Intermational Law
Commlisslon would be the appropriate body to deal with the legal aspects, and the

Internaticnal Cowrt of Juatics conld, if veosssary, give an advisory opinion.

Phe OHATRMAY expreassd the vlew that the Council could not raise the
i

legal aspects of tho matter, He asked the representative of the Secretary-General

to give nie opinlion on that volnt.

Mr, WETWIRATB (Secretariat) sald he imterpreted the jJoint dreft
resolution ez regussting the Secretary-General %o describe what the Unlted Nations
and the spscilaliized agencles were doing or planning tc do with regerd to water
control end utilization. The Secretary-General did not think he was called upon

to deal with the legal aspects of the matter,

Mr. ARNAIDO (United Nations Educational, Scilentific and Cultural
Organizetion} said ko falt the Joint draft resolution submitted by France, the
Philippines, trhe United Xingdom and the Unilted States had dispzlled the concérn
he had expressed Al the previous day'e meeoting with regard to the practical
epplication of ths United States draft resclution (E/1894) in respect of the
programme for tho arid zones. He would like to thank the reprosentative of the
United States for the understanding he had displayed, and the representatives of
Franceg Indiaé UJ%%%& Kingdom for their work in the drafting group which hed made
tho achlevemont of a general agreement possible,

/in its



in its present form, the jolnt 4dralt resclution would permit
continuation of action for the develomment of the arid zones, as reguested by the
General Assembly, and for the immedlate prevaraticn of the report thsreon
tc be submitted to the Council in time for 1ts fourteenth session, subject only
to the consideretion of taking Into account the whole problem of water control
and utilization in its relatlon to the problems of the arid zones,

The draft resolution alsc rejgussted the Secretary-General to
aibmit further a second report to the Council on the work being done by the
specialized agencies and other international organlzstlons engaged in the
broad field of water control and utilization, The priority of the arid zone
report was thus maintained.

. He folt that the distinction drewm between the two operations resclved

his fears, espsclally if the time factor were considered. The separation
would meke it unnecessary to Introduce any considerable or major changss
in the work as at present conducted, end the UNESCO programme would consequentily
not be held up. Furthermors, the report on the arid zones would be useful
in the preparavion of the second report on watsr control and utilization.

Though he had expressed a certaln amount of concern on behalf
of UNESCO, he would like to assure the Committes that his organizationts
progremme for the arid zones was not & UNESCO monopoly. On the contrary,
although his organization had taken the initlative in the matter, the whole
mrogramme actually was a Joint enterprise of the United Hations and the other
speclalized agencies concerned. To his mind the concept behind UNESCO's arid
zone progrermms was that the greatest progress came from the cross-fertilizatiocn
which resulted when varlous disciplines studied and concentrated on & singl
group of problems. Such a concept was belng demonstrated, for example,
in respect of a large number of Investigations conducted jolntly by the
United Nations and the specialiized agericies, particularly in relation to the
expanded Programme of Technlcal Assistance.

Mr, CHA (China) drew the attention of the authors of the joint draft
resolution (E/AC.6/L.32) to the fact that in prepering its report the Secretariat
would have to take into account the work of the Burean of Flood Control of
the Economic Conmission for Asia and the Far East,

/The CHATRMAN
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Lo Deorebary ~Ganeral would certainly take

H

the work o7 inio acesunt as, under the resolution

concerned, of intsrnatlonal organizations

engaged n the Tisld ol woter control and uullazatlon.
v R N RN LS NN PSP T S FELTPR )
M LT Nlrogreay ) wished to wnow whether the Commlttee

.

611l had balig

2

grngianl dvaft resointlion subuitted by the delegation

of the United Staten (forument E/189% ), If a0, his delegation would be
prepared to vote o i, s would also 1like to oay in what order it would

e vobted on.

The CHATWAN replied that the drelt rasolutlon submitted by the

-

hited Shates (B had boen withdrawn in favour of the joint cdraft

resolution (8/A0.6/L.32}, VNoreover, it seemed to him that the draft smendment
submitted by the dslesciion of Chile (E/AC.6/LQ3O) wa3d in mresant circumstances
no longer jJustified, The Joint draft resolution now before the Commlttee
should 8&tiafy the (hilean delegation. He would therefore ask the

representative of Chile whether he wighed to maintain his amendment.

Mr, [AREE (Cnile ) took ncte in the first place of the withdrawal of
the draft resclubtion submitted by the United States, the amendment of which had
been proposed oy his delegaticn. He was satisfled with the explanations given
by the remresentative of the Secretary-General with regard to the Seoretariat's
interpretation of the joint draft resolution (E/AC.6/L.32). Since 1t was
understood that the ressarches of the Secretariat would not be confined to
the matter of the arid zones, but would be of a general nature, he saw no
reeson why the dreft emendment (E/AC.6/L.30) submitted by his delegation should
not be witniravn,

Mr, FARRETG {Psru) regrstted, on behalf of his delegation, that the
joint draft rssoiution (E/AC.6/L.32) seemed to ignore the legal aspects of the
mroblem, He urged the Sscretariat, 1n its genefal study of the problem of
water resourcesa, not tc lgnore the important legal guestions ralsed by national
legielatlon on the subject of the utilization of water resources; the soverelignty
of each State over the water resources in its territory and the right of States
not to sustaln damage as a result of unllateral action taken by one or more

other States, He was therefore obliged to malntain his delegation's

reservations, together with the amendment which gave concrete expression to 1it,
/Ml‘. IUBm : "1‘; B
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Mr. LUBIN {Unitsd States of Awmerica) wondered whether there was not
gome migunderstanding as to thie scope of the draft resolution under consideration.
He quoted the text of General Assembly resolution 402 (V) which recommended
that the Secretary-General should prepare a report on the practical measures
adopted for the atudy of the problems of arid zonea, and on the technical
and finsncial means ompioyed by the speclalized agencies for that purpose.

The terms of that resolution made 1t clear that the problem was malnly
e technical one. Furthermore, under the joint draft resolution (E/AC.6/L.32),
the Secretary-Generel was requested to subwit a report on the work of the
specialized agencles and other international organlzatlons engaged in the
field of water control end utilizatlon. There agein, it was a matter of
technical studles. He therefore thought the draft amendment sutmltted by *the
Peruvian delegetion reised an entirely new question which in hig opinion was

not relevant to the protlem under considexation.

The CHATRMAN put to the vote the draft emendment submitted bty the
delegation of Peru (E/1894/Add.1),
By 10 voteg to 4, with 3 abatentions, the Peruvian draft amendment

wag. rejected.

The CHAIRMAN then put to the vote the Joint draft resolution
submitted by France, the Philippines, the Unlted Kingdom and the United States
of America (E/AC.6/L.32).

_The draft resolution wag edopted by 15 votes to 3, with no abstentions.

Mr. LOYO (Mexico) wished to explain why he had voted against the
emendment sutmitted by the Peruvian delegation. He reminded the Committee
that the first paragraph of the preamble to the Joint draft resclution
(E/AC.6/L.32) provided thet the co-ordination of measures taken internationally
in the general field of water control and utllizetion te undertaken within the

United Nztions system.

/It was
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It was clear, therefors, that the Saecretariat would have to take account
of the national legisletlons of individual countries and of the problems
ralsed by the sovereignty of the various States and their right not to sustain
damege a8 A result of unjliateral action by one or more other States.

Conssaquently, it was not necessary to amend the Joint draft resolution in the way
indicated by the delegation of Peru.

The CHAIRMAN said he shared the Mexican representatlve’s point of view.

The meeting rose at 11.10 a.m.

-

26/2. p.n.





